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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Art Unit: 3624 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-80 are pending. Claims 40-80 have been cancelled and Group I, 
claims 1-39 have been elected without traverse in Response to the Election/Restriction 
Requirement filed 1 1/01/04. Claims 1-39 will be examined on the merits as set forth 
here below. 

2. The IDS received 1 1/10/04 has been considered. 

Abstract 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract contains more 
than 150 words. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1, 10-12, 22, 23, 33, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1,12, 23, and 36 recite 
"...a transaction-related data, It is unclear and vague what Applicant means by 
"...a transaction-related data, There appears to be something missing after "data". 
Does Applicant mean "... transaction-related data element value, ..." or "... transaction- 
related data base, ..."? Claim 10, line 4 recites "... processing key value one of the 
one or more data element values This limitation is unclear. It is not understood 
what Applicant is trying to say. Does Applicant mean "... processing key value the one 
or more data element values . . ."? Claims 1 1 and 22 recite "... wherein the search 
mask is defined by the user of the". Does Applicant mean "... wherein the search mask 
field is defined by the user of the"? Claims 12 and 36 recite "A system for processing 
FSO transactions, ...:". It is vague and unclear what kind of "system". Does Applicant 
mean "a computer system"? 

Claim Objections 

6. Claims 1,12, 23, 34, 36, and 38 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: Claims 1, 12, 23, 34, 36, and 38 recite the acronym "FSO". Claims 1, 23, 
and 34 recite the acronym "FSO" in the body of the claim. This acronym should be 
recited as: Financial Service Organization (FSO). Claims 12 and 36 recite this acronym 
in the preamble. This acronym should be recited as: Financial Service Organization 
(FSO) in order to be in agreement with the preambles of claims 1 and 34. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobyiousness. 

8. Claims 1-8, 12-19, and 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over (US 5,710,915) McElhiney . 

Claims 1,12, and 23, McElhiney teaches, A method performed in a Financial 
Service Organization (FSO) computer system, the method comprising: reading a key 
definition from a database (col. 1, lines 25-49 and col. 2, lines 41-45), wherein the key 
definition describes a location of one or more data element values in a transaction- 
related data (col. 2, lines 32-40 and lines 46-61), wherein the key definition is identified 
during a configuration of the FSO computer system (col. 4, lines 6-18 and col. 5, lines 
10-29); reading from the transaction-related data the one or more data element values 
described in the key definition (col. 7, lines 14-48); and transferring the one or more 
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data element values read from the transaction-related data to a processing key value 
(col. 7, lines 38-48). McElhiney did not expressly teach the computer system is a 
Financial Service Organization computer system. However, McElhiney teaches a 
computer system that can be used as a Financial Service Organization computer 
system. A Financial Service Organization computer system is considered a design 
choice because any computer system that can process financial information can 
perform the same tasks or processes as a Financial Service Organization computer 
system. 

Claims 2, 1 3, and 24, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: comparing the processing key value to one or more key values in the 
database (col. 4, lines 47-coL 5, line 9); and reading a processing parameter value from 
the database in response to finding a match between the processing key value and one 
of the one or more key values stored in the database (col. 5, lines 40-64); wherein the 
processing parameter value read from the database is configured for use in processing 
the transaction-related data in the FSO computer system (col. 4, lines 43-63). 

Claims 3, 14, and 25, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 2, wherein the 
one or more key values in the database are defined by the user of the FSO computer 
system during the configuration of the FSO computer system (col. 5, lines 1-17). 

Claims 4, 15, and 26, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 2, wherein the 
database further comprises a plurality of processing parameter tables, wherein each 
processing parameter table comprises one or more rows, wherein each row in the 
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processing parameter table comprises one processing parameter value and one key 
value (col. 5, line 65-col. 6, line 43). 

Claims 5, 16, and 27, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 4, wherein the 
key definition is one of a plurality of key definitions in the database, wherein each of the 
plurality of key definitions in the database is associated with one of the plurality of 
processing parameter tables in the database, wherein the key definition further 
describes a data format of the key values in the one or more rows of the processing 
parameter table to which the key definition is associated (col. 5, lines 42-64). 

Claims 6, 17, and 28, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 5, wherein each 
of the key values in the processing parameter table comprises one or more key element 
values (col. 5, lines 30-41). 

Claims 7, 18, and 29, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 6, wherein each 
of the plurality of key definitions in the database comprises one or more key elements, 
wherein each of the one or more key elements describes a data format of one of the 
one or more key element values in the key values (col. 6, lines 30-51). 

Claims 8, 19, and 30, McElhiney teaches, The method of claim 1, wherein the 
key definition comprises one or more key elements, wherein each of the one or more 
key elements describes a location and data format of one of the one or more data 
element values in the transaction-related data (col. 2, lines 32-40 and lines 46-61 ). This 
dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above for claim 1 . 
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9. Claims 9-11, 20-22, 31-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over (US 5,710,915) McElhiney in view of (US 5,864,679) Kanai et al, 
hereafter Kanai. 

Claims 9, 20, and 31 , McElhiney failed to teach, The method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: reading a search mask from the database, wherein the search mask 
comprises one or more search mask fields, wherein each of the one or more search 
mask fields corresponds to one of the one or more data element values described in the 
key definition, and wherein each of the one or more search mask fields comprises a 
search mask field value. Kanai teaches, reading a search mask from the database, 
wherein the search mask comprises one or more search mask fields, wherein each of 
the one or more search mask fields corresponds to one of the one or more data element 
values described in the key definition, and wherein each of the one or more search 
mask fields comprises a search mask field value (col. 48, line 31 -col. 49, line 15). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to read a search mask from the database, wherein the search mask 
comprises one or more search mask fields, wherein each of the one or more search 
mask fields corresponds to one of the one or more data element values described in the 
key definition, and wherein each of the one or more search mask fields comprises a 
search mask field value. Kanai teaches, reading a search mask from the database, 
wherein the search mask comprises one or more search mask fields, wherein each of 
the one or more search mask fields corresponds to one of the one or more data element 
values described in the key definition, and wherein each of the one or more search 
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mask fields comprises a search mask field value and to combine McElhiney's search 
table and key values with Kanai's reading a search mask from the database comprising 
one or more search mask fields corresponding to one or more data element values 
described in the key definition and wherein each of the one or more search mask fields 
comprises a search mask field value because such a combination would considerably 
improve the performance of the database thus saving time when searching and reading 
from a database. 

Claims 10, 21 , and 32, McElhiney failed to teach, The method of claim 9, wherein 
the transferring the one or more data element values read from the transaction-related 
data to the processing key value further comprises: transferring to the processing key 
value one of the one or more data element values read from the transaction-related 
data in response to a search mask field value indicating that the data element value 
from the transaction-related data is to be written to the processing key value; and 
transferring to the processing key value a low collating value in response to the search 
mask field value indicating that the low collating value is to be written to the processing 
key value. Kanai teaches, wherein the transferring the one or more data element 
values read from the transaction-related data to the processing key value further 
comprises: transferring to the processing key value one of the one or more data 
element values read from the transaction-related data in response to a search mask 
field value indicating that the data element value from the transaction-related data is to 
be written to the processing key value; and transferring to the processing key value a 
low collating value in response to the search mask field value indicating that the low 
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collating value is to be written to the processing key value. Kanai teaches, wherein the 
transferring the one or more data element values read from the transaction-related data 
to the processing key value further comprises: transferring to the processing key value 
one of the one or more data element values read from the transaction-related data in 
response to a search mask field value indicating that the data element value from the 
transaction-related data is to be written to the processing key value; and transferring to 
the processing key value a low collating value in response to the search mask field 
value indicating that the low collating value is to be written to the processing key value 
(col. 31, lines 5-62 and col. 39, line 55-col. 40, line 11). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to transfer the 
one or more data element values read from the transaction-related data to the 
processing key value further comprises: transferring to the processing key value one of 
the one or more data element values read from the transaction-related data in response 
to a search mask field value indicating that the data element value from the transaction- 
related data is to be written to the processing key value; and transferring to the 
processing key value a low collating value in response to the search mask field value 
indicating that the low collating value is to be written to the processing key value and 
combine McElhiney's reading a key definition from a database and key values with 
Kanai's transferring the one or more data element values read from the transaction- 
related data to the processing key value further. comprises: transferring to the 
processing key value one of the one or more data element values read from the 
transaction-related data in response to a search mask field value indicating that the data 
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element value from the transaction-related data is to be written to the processing key 
value; and transferring to the processing key value a low collating value in response to 
the search mask field value indicating that the low collating value is to be written to the 
processing key value would allow McElhiney and Kanai to have a transaction 
processing system configuration with reading access and the ability to search a field 
value that is conventionally arranged. 

Claims 1 1 , 22, and 33, McElhiney failed to teach, The method of claim 9, wherein 
the search mask is defined by the user of the FSO computer system during the 
configuration of the FSO computer system. Kanai teaches, wherein the search mask is 
defined by the user of the FSO computer system during the configuration of the FSO 
computer system (col. 39, line 55-col. 40, line 1 1 and col. 32-54). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have the search mask is defined by the user of the FSO computer system during the 
configuration of the FSO computer system and to combine McElhiney's computer 
system and searching with Kanai's search mask defined by a computer system during 
configuration because such a combination would allow McElhiney and Kanai's systems 
to have a system for processing and searching transaction data in a configured 
computer system. 

Claims 34, 36, and 38 are rejected for the similar rationale as given above for 
claims 1-33. 

Claims 35, 37, and 39 are rejected for the similar rationale as given above for 
claims 3, 14, and 25. 
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Conclusion 



10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Brandt et al (US 5,892,905) disclosed comparing a key and a key comprising any 
set of data. 



1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 703-308-7064. 
The examiner can normally be reached 6:30 AM- -5:00 PM, Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 703-308-1038. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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